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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

The applicant has amended claims 1, 2, 4, 8, 10, 11, and 12 (claim 12 is presented with an 
incorrect status identifier). The applicant has added claims 13-19. Claims 1-4 and 6-19 are 
currently pending. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 12/16/2010 have been fiiUy considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

When the Examiner considered the After Final Amendment filed on 12/16/2010, the 
Examiner concluded that the amendment would overcome the current rejection as written. The 
Examiner assumed that the applicant had carefully considered the Scott reference before 
presenting such an amendment and arguments. Specifically, the Examiner assumed that the 
applicant had made sure that Scott does not explicitly disclose the amended limitation. It is 
clear, however, that the applicant did not read the "Overview" of the Scott invention which 
explicitly states that the gateways can be run on personal computers (See col. 8, line 64-col. 9, 
line 37). A revised rejection is presented which addresses the applicant's claim amendments. 

The applicant's arguments with respect to claims 13-19 are not persuasive. The applicant 
does not define home or office telephone connections in any meaningful way. The applicant 
could have chosen to use any arbitrary moniker for the phone lines and it would not change the 
fact that the claim is drawn to a gateway connected to phone lines. The applicant's specification 
does not put the pubhc into possession of any sort of information that would show how "home" 
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and "office" phone lines are treated in any different manner than any other phone line. The 
telephone connections in Scott can be considered "office" connection because clearly they are 
related to a place of business. They can also be considered "home" connections because they 
applicant has not claimed any frame of reference to what type of a "home" is being claimed. 
Clearly any building with telephone connections in Scott is "home" to the PC gateway disclosed 
by Scott. 

Qaim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the uivention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-4 and 6-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent Number 6,144,667 to Doshi et al. in view of U.S. Patent Number 7,123,608 to Scott. 

As to claim 1, Doshi teaches a method for providing telephony sei-vices through the 
Internet, the method comprising steps of: by a server available through the Internet (col. 6, lines 
20-25, the voice/data network gateway 120 is a server accessible via the Internet), 
communicating with a plurality of hosts, each host being connected to a local phone service via a 
local phone line to the server via the Internet (Figure lA, the voice switches are the hosts), the 
server communicating with clients through the Internet to provide clients access to local phone 
services and communications through the local phone lines of the plurality of hosts (col. 6, lines 
43-50); however Doshi does not explicitly teach a method wherein the server routes an Internet 
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user phone call through the Internet to a host computer that is in the local area of the destination 
of the phone call so that the phone call proceeds through the local phone service of the host 
computer that is in the local area via the local phone line of the host computer that is in the local 
area. 

Scott shows the benefits of using a local gateway which are PC's (col. 8, line 64-col. 9, 
line 37) to bypass long distance charges when connecting a call via the internet (col. 2, lines 27- 
36). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Computer Networking art at the 
time of the invention to combine the teachings of Doshi regarding providing phone services via a 
server over the Internet with the teachings of Scott regarding the use of a local gateway to bypass 
long distance service because doing so generally makes a call cheaper (See col. 2, lines 27-36 of 
Scott). 

As to claim 2, the voice/data network gateway 120 of Doshi reads on the claimed server 
for the same reason indicated in the rejection of claim 1 . 

As to claim 3, Doshi teaches the server of claim 2, wherein the server computer is 
configured to provide one or more of the following services: authentication, tunneling, initiation 
of peer-to-peer communication, routing, directory, directory search, and access rights (Summary 
of Invention). 

As to claim 4, the voice switches read on the claimed hosts for the same reason indicated 
in the rejection of claim 1. 
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As to claim 6, Doshi teaches the host of claim 4, wherein the server controls client access 
to the host (col. 6, lines 12-53). 

As to claim 7, Doshi teaches the host of claim 6, wherein the server is configured to 
provide one or more of the following services: directory search, voicemail and missed calls, call 
answering, and call initiation (call answering). 

As to claim 8, it is rejected for the same reasoning as claim 1. 

As to claim 9, Doshi teaches the client of claim 8, wherein the client device is configured 
to provide one or more of the following services: phone line interface, authentication, 
verification, call forwarding, call answering, voice mail and missed calls, and local-call routing 
(call answering). 

As to claim 10, it is rejected for the same reasoning as claim 1. 

As to claim 1 1, it is rejected for the same reasoning as claim 1. The third paragraph of 
the summary of Doshi discusses charging in the broad context claimed by the applicant. 

As to claim 12, it is rejected as indicated in the preceding rejections. 

As to claims 13-19, they are rejected as explained in the Response to Arguments section. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DOUGLAS B. BLAIR whose telephone number is (571)272- 
3893. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00am-5:30pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Glen Burgess can be reached on (571) 272-3949. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from liie Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EEC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you vi^ould 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Douglas B Blair/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2442 



